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WISCONSIN AND THE WRONG RETURNS 
ANNCR= 

THE 1976 ELECTION CAMPAIGN ALREADY HAS PRODUCED A NUMBER 
OF SURPRISES, BUT NONE QUITE AS DRAMATIC AS WHAT HAPPENED IN 
THE LATE HOURS OF THIS WEEK'S PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY IN WISCONSIN. 
CHARLES MEDD EXPLAINS. 

VOICE: 

A HAPPY DEMOCRAT NAMED MORRIS UDALL TOLD A NATION-WIDE 
TELEVISION AUDIENCE LATE TUESDAY NIGHT HOW NICE IT WAS TO 
FIUALLY WIN A PRIMARY ELECTION. THOSE OF US IN THE EASTERN 
HALF OF THE UNITED STATES WHO FOLLOW POLITICS WENT TO BED 
WONDERING HOW IT HAPPENED AND WAITING FOR OUR MORNING NEWSPAPERS 
TO EXPLAIN IT ALL. HERE IN WASHINGTON, THE FIRST EDITION OF 
THE POST DID JUST THAT, RIGHT UNDER THE HEADLINE THAT SAID 
“UDALL IS WINNER It! WISCONSIN." A LATER EDITION, HOWEVER, 

HAD A DIFFERENT HEADLINE. IT SAID THE WISCONSIN WINNER WAS 
JIMMY CARTER, 

IN AN AGE OF INSTANT COMMUNICATION, SOMETHING HAD GONE 
WRONG, AND IT WASN'T LONG BEFORE THE SPECULATION BEGAN. IN 
THE NEWS BUSINESS, SPEED AND-ACCURACY ARE THE TWIN INGREDIENTS 
FOR SUCCESS. TO ACHIEVE BOTH, THE NATION'S THREE MAJOR 
TELEVISION NETWORKS USE ELECTRONIC COMPUTERS TOGETHER WITH 
TEAMS OF STATISTICIANS AND ELECTION EXPERTS TO ANALYSE THE 
VOTING IN SAMPLE DISTRICTS AND, AS SOON AS POSSIBLE, TO PROJECT 
THE RESULTS. BEING FIRST IS IMPORTANT TO NEWSMEN AND THEIR 
ORGANIZATIONS, AND ON TUESDAY THAT HONOR WENT TO THE AMERICAN 


BROADCASTING COMPANY, CLOSELY FOLLOWED BY THE NATIONAL 
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BROADCASTING COMPANY. WITH TKO OF THE BIG NETWORKS NAMING 
MORRIS UDALL THE WINNER, NEWSPAPER REPORTERS, WHO DON'T 

HAVE COMPUTERS, BEGAN FILING STORIES TO MEET THEIR MIDNIGHT 
DEADLINES. BUT WHEN THE LATE VOTE BEGAN ARRIVING FROM RURAL 
WISCONSIN, WHERE BALLOTS ARE COUNTED BY HAND RATHER THAN BY 
MACHINE, THE REPORTERS STARTED WRITING NEW STORIES, 
EXPLAINING FIRST THAT JIMMY CARTER HAD WON AND, SECOND, 

WHY EVERYONE HAD GEEN WRONG. 

ALTHOUGH TEMPTED, HO ONE BLAMED THE COMPUTERS. 

THE LARGER TEMPTATION WAS TO FAULT THE ANALYSTS WHO FEED THEM 
INFORMATION AND ASSESS THE RESULTS. PERHAPS THEIR SAMPLES WERE 
INCORRECT, OR PERHAPS TOO LITTLE ATTENTION WAS PAID TO 

WHAT STATISTICIANS CALL THE MARGIN OF ERROR. 

BUT SUCH JUDGEMENTS MAY NOT BE ENTIRELY FAIR, SIMILAR 
MISTAKES HAVE BEEN MADE IN THE PAST, THE MOST MEMORABLE IN THE 
1948 PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION, IN THAT YEAR, NEARLY ALL THE 
EXPERTS WERE CERTAIN THAT REPUBLICAN THOMAS DEWEY WOULD DEFEAT 
DEMOCRAT HARRY TRUMAN, AND WHE?! THE EARLY VOTES CONFIRMED THAT 
PREDICTION THE INITIAL HEADLINES PROCLAIMED A DEWEY VICTORY. 

IN THOSE DAYS THERE WERE NO COMPUTERS OR ANALYSTS TO BLAME. 

THEN AS NOW, THE BLAME “ENT TO THE NE*'SMEN, WITH THEIR NEED TO BE 
FIRST, PERHAPS IT SHOULD HAVE GONE TO THE VOTERS, WHO DON'T ALW 
ALWAYS VOTE AS THE EXPERTS EXPECT THEM TO. 
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